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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 



Examiner ' / 



Appncant(s) 

Art Unit I — t_l 



Status 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 ^y|OMTH^<;^ tzor^K, 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION MONTH(S) FROM 

tus 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on j'^lS jo) 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

HL«V^h^'''''5^"°" '"u ^"owance except for fomial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under £x parte Quayle. 1 935 CD. 1 i 453 O G 21 3 

Disposition of Claims 

4)^ Claim(s) /^c^(g 



is/are pending in the application. 



4a) Of the above claim(s)'J^b5^ is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5)0 Claim(s) . " - 

^r~5 — \ — — 's/are allowed. 

8) n Claims ' ^ 

are subject to restriction and/or election requirement 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

IDD The proposed drawing correction filed on is; aQ approved b)D disapproved. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S. C. § 119 

13) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim forforeign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

aOAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. : " 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 1 . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staoe 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) ^ 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgementismadeofaclaimfordomesticpriorityunder35U.S.C.§li9(e). ' 

1 5) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U:S.C. §§ 1 20 and/or 1 21 

Attachment(s) 

15) ffl Notice of References Cited (PTO-€92) n . . 

16) a Notice Of Drartsperson s Paten, Drawing Review (PTO-948) o R Tr^, Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No{s). 
17, □ information Disclosure S.atement.s, (P?0-1449) Paper No^s) 2o! □ Other ' ' """""""^ ^""^'^^^ 
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Art Unit: 3744 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3, 10, 11, 13. 15-19, 32, 33, 35, 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Peters in view of Weber. 

Peters shows a water control arrangement in which there is a thermally actuated 
by-pass (FIG .2) is mounted beneath hot and cold operating valves 7, 9, Weber shows a 
fixture 180-1 in which the operating valves 186-1 and 182-1 and a by-pass 194 are 
within the fixture (note col. 4, lines 34,35, "-control device may be incorporated directly 
in the structure of a set of faucets"). In order to obtain a unitary easily installed unit it 
would have been obvious to make Peter's arrangements into a unitary fixture. 

Claims 4-6, 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the art as applied to claim 1 and further in view of admitted prior art of applicant's FIG. 
2. In order to provide a commercially known thermal actuator it would have been 
obvious to use the wax actuator of FIG. 2 in Peters. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the art as 
applied to claim 1 in view of Binnall et al. 

In order to ensure longer valve action it would have been obvious to provide 
contaminant screens 81 in the inlet water lines, as shown by Binnall et al. 
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Claims 7, 12, 14, 20-31, 3, 36, 38-43 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent fonn including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 44-56 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Election was made without traverse in Paper No. 5. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to William Wayner 
at telephone number 308-1041. 
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Primary Examiner 



